















































4. Discussion and implications Criticism	against	both	individualism	and	cognitivism	in	environmental	social	scientific	literature	is	gaining	momentum	(e.g.	Kurz	et	al.	2015;	Shove	2010),	possibly	because	social	theory	does	not	explain	human	activity	correctly;	the	inactivity	of	the	masses	remains	an	anomaly	(Arponen	2015;	Beck	2010).	This	essay	is	part	of	such	criticism.	Alfred	Schütz's	work,	as	the	foundation	for	social	constructionism	(Berger	and	Luckmann	1966),	is	easily	seen	as	cognitivist	and	the	focus	on	subjectivities	as	individualist	stance.	Yet,	Schutz's	work	is	both	not	individualist	and	not	cognitivist	since,	as	it	should	have	become	evident,	the	social	and	the	physical	world	is	fundamental	in	it	in	terms	of	the	constitution	of	subjective	relevances.	Setting	“the	structure	of	the	
Lebenswelt	as	experienced	by	men	in	their	natural	attitude”	(Schutz	1962,	145)	as	one	point	of	departure	of	environmental	social	scientific	analysis	and	conducting	sociological	analyses	of	the	reality	of	everyday	life	in	which	scholars	would	be	“only	tangentially	interested	in	how	this	reality	may	appear	in	various	theoretical	perspectives	to	intellectuals”	(Berger	and	Luckmann	1966,	33)	ought	to	be	an	important	step	toward	an	environmental	sociology	that	aims	to	take	seriously	the	pragmatic	and	non-epistemic	dimension	of	human	consciousness	(Arponen	2015;	Williams	and	Parkman	2003).	In	such	an	approach,	individuals	should	be	seen	foremost	as	carriers	of	diverse	social	practices	and	their	relevances	formed	through	performing	such	practices	(Bourdieu	1990;	Shove	2010).	It	is	a	question	of	analyzing	how	the	mesh	of	orders	and	practices	induces	relevances	through	structuring	the	experiences	of	the	unequal	mass	of	people	hanging	together	(Schatzki	1996)	as	a	part	of	the	global	system	(Arponen	2013).	The	normal	workings	of	industrialized	market	societies	have	been	theorized	most	prominently	through	macro-sociological	approaches	asking,	“what	does	all	this	mean	for	us,	the	scientific	observer?”	(Schutz	1964,	6).	Such	accounts	are	needed;	they	provide	crucial	insights	at	the	systemic	level	and	are	indispensable	in	the	political	debates	in	which	aggregate	level	issues	are	on	the	table.	Yet	they	alone	are	not	sufficient	for	the	challenges	of	environmental	sociology:	“Like	any	complex	problem,	understanding	the	multiple	dimensions	of	environmental	change	requires	close	and	obsessive	attention	to	detail	from	multiple	perspectives”	(Lockie	2015,	1).	Studying	practices	is	not	straightforward	because	they	constitute	“the	scarcely	notable	background	of	everyday	life”	(Nicolini	2009,	1392)	and	our	epistemic	culture	makes	it	cumbersome	to	analyze	the	pragmatic	dimension	of	reality,	which	can	be	only	limitedly	accessed	through	what	people	say.	While	overt	meanings	acquired	through	surveys	and	other	means	might	tell	of	awareness	and	consciousness,	they	hardly	tell	of	relevances,	which	can	only	be	accessed,	as	Bourdieu	insisted,	situating	"oneself	within	'real	activity	as	such',	that	is,	in	the	practical	relation	to	the	world"	with	its	presences,	urgencies,	and	preoccupations	(1990,	52	emphasis	in	original).	
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The	natural	environment	is	predominantly	an	issue	at	the	intellectual	level	for	the	most	of	the	people,	particularly	in	the	Global	North	–	and	hence	a	question	of	ethics,	morality,	and	justice.	Thus,	the	omission	in	this	paper	of	the	blossoming	literatures	of	environmental	justice	and	ethics	should	not	be	seen	as	a	refutation	to	those	fields.	Quite	the	contrary,	we	should	attempt	to	understand	and	change	the	epistemic	sphere	of	humans	(also)	in	terms	of	nature,	and	environmental	rights	and	justice,	for	instance,	are	crucial	in	political	struggles.	But	we	should	understand	that	knowledge	about	environmental	destruction	is	an	intellectual	issue	and	that	the	intellectual	sphere	is	frequently	incommensurate	with	the	pragmatic	sphere;	the	pragmatic	necessities,	urgencies,	preoccupations,	and	such	(Bourdieu	1990;	Schutz	1964)	time	and	again	overrun	whatever	moral,	ethical,	or	other	mental	determinations	we	embrace.	We	might	do	differently	than	we	have	sworn	to	do	simply	because	the	latter	might	be	exceedingly	difficult	to	do	or	because	the	situation	induced	us	to	do	something	else.	However,	the	main	question	not	is	whether	one	person	decides	to	act	in	a	particular	manner,	but	how	the	relevances	or	practical	intelligibilities	of	many	people	are	structured	through	differential	positions	within	practices,	carriers	of	which	can	be	changed	if	they	are	deemed	not	to	fulfill	their	roles	(Dickson	2000).	The	mere	awareness	or	consciousness	of	environmental	problems	is	not	enough;	practices	hardly	change	through	increased	intellectual	awareness	because	they	are	foremost	motivated	by	pragmatic	concerns.	Or	are	they?	Has	the	scientific	conception	of	the	world	replaced	“the	naïve,	natural,	pre-scientific	approach	to	the	world”	(Moran	2013,	106)?	How	much	has	the	natural	attitude	been	replaced	if	at	all	and	how	much	we	are	yet	enslaved	to	our	pragmatic	needs?	What	really	is	relevant	–	genuinely	important	–	for	people	in	their	lifeworlds?	How	far	can	knowledge,	ethics,	and	morality	take	us	in	the	social	reality	in	which	virtually	everything	can	be	bought	with	money?	How	difficult	in	pragmatic	terms	should	car	commuting	become	so	that	people	would	not	only	start	to	think	of	changing,	but	also	actually	change	their	commuting	habits?	How	to	disrupt	meat-eating	habits	that	have	massive	environmental	impacts?	How	well	and	to	what	extent	can	relevances	be	imposed	through	the	symbolic	and	material	spheres?	How	are	the	Internet,	different	media,	and	globalization	impacting	these	spheres	–	and	the	paramount	reality,	our	zone	of	primary	relevance,	itself?	What	are	the	major	building	blocks	–	and	processes	–	creating	the	systems	of	relevance?	These	and	other	questions	should	be	answered	if	we	want	to	take	up	the	challenge	to	understand	what	makes	sense	for	people	–	as	differentiated	carriers	of	global	integrative	practices	–	to	do	(Schatzki	2002)	and	sufficient	reasons	to	change	what	makes	sense	to	do.	How	to	make	such	challenges	relevant	for	the	environmental	sociologists?				 	
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